The demo Christian political party VMRO-DPMNE had a long period of ruling of the Republic of Macedonia, (2006)(2007)(2008)(2009)(2010)(2011)(2012)(2013)(2014)(2015)(2016). During that period many cases of political pressure on the state institutions have occurred. The Constitutional Court wasn't an excepted of that political pressure. Starting from the process of appointment of new judges, through the shocking decisions upon official citizens' complaints and human rights appeals, to a complete reflection of the political interference and pressure through the dissenting opinions written and published by some constitutional judges. The former government has used all the tools, legal and non-legal, to put under control the Constitutional Court. If we put aside the political interference into the appointment of new and incompetent judges, one of the most used tools as a form of resistance was the dissenting opinion. This legal tool is present in the Book of Rules of the Constitutional Court of the Republic of Macedonia, but also in the legal systems in the Eastern Europe, Germany, Spain, Greece and all other states whose legal systems are created by the German legal system. It gives space and chance for one or several constitutional judges to express disagreement upon a decision brought by the majority in the court. This tool was frequently used by several judges from the Constitutional Court in the Republic Macedonia in the given period through which we can see strong political influence on their work. Therefore, the research questions are as follows: What were the "models" of political influence that were used on the Constitutional Court during the period of 2012-2015? How were they used and what are the dissenting opinions reflecting? To answer the said questions, the model of qualitative research will be used together with several dissenting opinions as case studies. The aim of this approach is to explain the different aspects of political influence on the work of the Constitutional Court within the given period. The findings of this research can be used for further development of the interest for researching of the work and role of the Constitutional Court in the Republic of Macedonia.
I. INTRODUCTION
The whole state system functioned with high level of political corruption followed by realization of private business interest through political decisions.
Implementation of the state policies went through stake holders and companies whose owners were already established politicians, members of the ruling coalition.
The political influence and interference within the state institutions was highly present. The Constitutional Court, seen by the citizens as the last bastion of justice, was not spared from political pressure and influence by the governmental coalition as the mandate of the judges previously elected was expiring and new ones were appointed. This was obvious in the process of appointing new judges, who were of low quality or had already proven their political affiliation through their decisions, which they had adopted at their previous work positions and were in favor of the ruling political party. Some processes of appointing new judges were unpredictable. Such was the example of appointing a judge for the position of president of the Constitutional Court who was already retired and who had flagrant family attachment to the ruling party (Elena Gosheva). The period of her presidency of the court was marked by her unprofessional behavior towards her colleagues and journalists and she was known for prohibition of presence of the media during certain court sessions important for the public interest. . With this repeal, the Court has allowed the president to pardon convicts for criminal activities in election processes, drug dealers, pedophilia but above all the high officials of the then ruling VMRO DPMNE who were accused of series of crimes and corruption cases by the Special Public Prosecutor followed on the Akademik's website. 4 The policy implemented by the governmental coalition led by VMRO-DPMNE was false and it was a product of personal and business interests. tool offers a chance for common citizens to challenge the policies of the current or the previous governments. Also, the Article 25 from the Rule of Procedure of the Constitutional Court allows expression of different opinion by one or several judges whose standpoint is not in line with the majority of the votes. 6 This tool is the dissenting opinion and is a qualitative legal matter through which a certain governmental policy can be evaluated. One of the most persistent judges who followed the "letter of the law" and used the tool of dissenting opinion very often, was the now former Constitutional judge Natasha Gaber Damjanovska whose mandate has expired in October 2017. 7 She was known to be one of the few judges from this court who were seen in the public sphere as true protectors of the Constitution. After the end of her 9-year-mandate in the court, she has Therefore, the aim of the research question is to uncover the models of the political influence on the Constitutional Court and how the political influences have been reflected on the decisions of the Court through the dissenting opinions in the given period. In order to answer the given questions, the model of qualitative research will be used, together with analyses of three dissenting opinions on Constitutional Court decisions which had the most reactions in the public.
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Article 25 from the Rule Book of the Constitutional Court: A judge who voted against the decision or believes that it should be based on other legal grounds may set aside his opinion and elaborate in writing. The dissenting opinion shall be published in the "Bulletin of the Court" and in the official journal in which the decision of the Court is published. The answer is, yes, it does have influence, especially when it comes to the possibility of economic or political pressure on one or several judges that have published their dissenting opinions. The case is similar when it comes to the possibility of re-election of judges. The dissenting opinion can be used for gaining popularity in the public by the judge whose aim is to be re-elected. In order to avoid this kind of pressures on judges when it comes to re-election and possible misuse of the dissenting opinion tool, the Venice Commission has recommended prohibition of its use during re-elections.
II. DISSENTING OPINION AS A LEGAL TOOL
14 On the other hand, when it comes to expressing judicial independence, this 
Disadvantages of the Functioning of the Constitutional Court
When it comes to the procedure for voting for new judges, the Parliament has the right to candidate the majority of judges, five from nine from the whole number of judges from the Court. This condition leaves big space for political pressure and appointing judges which are affiliated to the ruling political party.
Since the independence of the state. the situation was used countless of times by all political parties who were in the government, which had the majority in the judges will be elected in the Parliament by two thirds of the majority. This model will force political parties on both sides (ruling and the opposition) to cooperate more in order to elect judges with higher quality.
The following instance raising eyebrow is the only condition for one to be elected as a constitutional judge. 
IV. POLITICAL INFLUENCE THROUGH THE DISSENTING OPINIONS IN THE MACEDONIAN CONSTITUTIONAL COURT IN THE PERIOD OF 2012-2015
The 
Challenged Act: Articles of the Law on Abortion
In the following chapter will be given an introduction, excerpts of the dissenting opinion and explanation about the case of challenged articles of the Law on abortion. This case in the modern Macedonian history is one of the most direct attempts of the government to limit the right of abortion, using tools of bureaucracy and diminishing the woman's personality as a free human being to freely bring decisions for her own body.
Short Introduction of the Case Example
With the amendments of the Law on Abortion in 2014, the government of the coalition of VMRO-DPMNE and DUI attempt to diminish the access to abortion The Law, initially in Article 2, affirms the free will of the pregnant woman.
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However, part of the further legal provisions, in their legal entirety and mutual reciprocal action, is in contradiction to the initially declared principle. The whole process of approval of the termination of pregnancy creates clear and, at the same time, hidden obstacles which impose numerous formal conditions that a woman has to meet before she can have her pregnancy terminated; this imposes time limitation as well as psychological obstacles which need to be overcome or "skipped" in order for the pregnant woman to prevail in her initial decision. These legal and administrative preconditions when analyzed separately might not leave an impression that they represent an obstacle for realization of the this right, but analyzed collectively and in relation to one another, they create a disabling legal context placing the woman in a race against time and deadlines so as to meet all legal conditions an finally exercise her right on abortion.
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The subtlety of the attempt of the former government to diminish the right on abortion can be seen from this excerpt of the opinion. One of the standards that a state must fulfill to be considered democratic is the right and free access to safe abortion for women. This attempt of the previous government has pushed back Republic of Macedonia directly into the dark age of humanity.
One of the examples of the complexity of exercising the right on abortion was the amendment of Article 9. This article listed the documents that a woman must submit for her request for abortion to be approved. In addition to the submission of the required confirmation on the decision to undergo an abortion, as well as documentation of ultrasonographic examination, women were asked to submit confirmation of pregnancy from specialist gynecologist, confirmation of being informed of the possible advantages and risks that derive from pregnancy, confirmation of the public prosecutor that a criminal proceeding has been initiated, confirmation concerning certain illnesses from another doctor, confirmation from the central for social care. The whole process of collecting these documents pushes women in unequal position and cuts the time for the medical intervention short, which directly puts women's life in danger.
Excerpt of the dissenting opinion No. 2:
When a doctor has determined that the termination of pregnancy is not possible due to a medical condition the pregnant woman is suffering from, or that such termination might be threatening the life and health of the woman, or if more than ten weeks have passed from the conception, Article 7 provides that the doctor is obliged to refer the pregnant woman to a first degree commission for pregnancy termination. 28 In addition to the obligation of the medical staff to refer the pregnant woman to a firstdegree commission, it is not clear why Article 9 again requires the woman to file a written request for termination of the pregnancy (evidently, there is a lack in the automatization of the procedure when it comes to this type of patients). In this case, again, the pregnant woman is obliged to submit all previously submitted documentation again. The second excerpt of the dissenting opinion pictures the further complexity to exercise the right on abortion. The endless list of the documents is not required to be submitted once but twice during the abortion process. It is important to have in mind the several attempts of doctors and health commissions to force the woman to change her mind during this humiliating procedure. This is a direct attack on the independence and sovereignty of women to make decisions for their own lives and bodies.
Excerpt of the dissenting opinion No.3:
The Law states but does not provide for concrete urgent procedure when it comes for urgent cases. This is a serious overlook given that because of the administrative labyrinths and under threat of harsh financial penalties for the medical staff, it can come to tragic consequences. It is in my view that, given the intimacy and sensitivity of the question concerning termination of pregnancy as well the its impact on the health, the very absence of concrete and carefully standardized regulation results in limitation of the constitutionally guaranteed rights. As an illustration of a violation of a constitutional right and due to absence of appropriate legal procedure concerning health issues, I cite the decision of the Constructional Court of Slovenia on the subject U-I-127/01. The Constitutional Court was on opinion that the challenged Law on Immunization was not in accord with the Constitution because it failed to provide for regulation of the procedure and of the individuals' right to determination of justified reasons for not taking the mandatory vaccines and because it did not provide for regulation of the responsibility of the state for the damages caused to such individuals.
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Excerpt of the dissenting opinion No. 4:
In the end, I would like to emphasize that during the procedure for assessment of the constitutionality of the challenged articles, the Court should have taken into account the international documents ratified in accordance with the Constitution, and which are part of our internal legal system and cannot be amended by law (Article 118 of the Constitution): the European Convention of Humans Rights, the Convention for Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination of Women, the Convention on the Rights of Individuals with Disability, the Convention on the Rights of the Child. As can be seen from the excerpts of the dissenting opinion, the intrusion into the women right on abortion by the former government was on a level of humiliation and subtly attempt through administrative barriers to diminish the right on choice. The dissenting opinion on this case did not changed the official decision of the Constitution Court, but was seen as a dignified and bold step forward in the protection freedom of choice and free access to safe abortion by legal experts and the public in general in Macedonia.
Challenged Act: Request for Protection of the Freedom of Public Expression
Breaking of freedom of expression of journalists during the period of ruling of VMRO-DPMNE was unusual. The following case will put a light on the most violent breaking of freedom of expression that Macedonian journalists have experienced. The adopted decision clearly shows that the Court deliberated on the merits of the case thus finding the grounds to assess if the claimants have had their right to freedom of speech violated by a particular activity and in accordance with Article 110 of the Constitution of the Republic of Macedonia (Article 51 of the Rule of Procedure of the Court). I reckon that it is completely unacceptable that the decision was adopted based on solely trusting the statements and actions recounted in the submission of only one of the parties in this case, without conducting a public discussion for the purpose of evaluating and specifying the evidence in accordance with the Constitution, the principles of the European Convention of Human Rights and the jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights.
Short Introduction of the Case Example
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The excerpt demonstrates that, in this case, the Court considered only one side and indirectly expressed bias in favor of the Parliament and the Ministry of Internal Affairs.
Excerpt of the dissenting opinion No.2:
It is a widely accepted standpoint that healthy democracy presumes indirect control not by the legislator and the judicial authorities only, but by the public and the media as well, who cherish the vitality of public debate. The freedom of accepting information and ideas covers the right to request, access and collect information via possible legal sources. This, of course, means that beside media and journalists who provide information for publishing, this freedom also encompasses the right of the public to be adequately informed especially when it comes to questions of public interest. In this regard, the European Court of Human Rights has a clear position that the states cannot put themselves between the provider and the recipient of information, because they have a right to come in direct contact at their own will. Journalists have a duty to transfer information and ideas on all questions of public interest in a manner which is in line with their obligations and responsibilities thus
respecting the public's right to obtain such information. Otherwise, journalism would not be able to practice its role of a "public supervisor," critic, and guardian of progress and democracy. 33 This comment of the judge clearly shows that the state (in this case Republic of Macedonia and its institutions) has come between the source of the information and the public. By cutting off and disabling the communication whilst throwing out the journalists from the Parliament, the government played the role of a bully and ultimate controller of the public opinion.
Excerpt of the dissenting opinion No. 3:
With the aim to establish the factual situation and conduct a valid assessment of the necessity for removal of the journalists from the gallery, it was necessary to clarify the reasons for the security of the Parliament to decide to remove the journalists from the gallery even though all incidents and unrest were physically isolated and far from the journalists. The assertion
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that this was done for the "safe of the journalists" is absurd since it was an obvious fact that they just set in their places, completely passive and without any activity participating in the events, but only observed, which is their legitimate right since this is part of their professional reporting activity. It is also a fact that the journalists did not contributed to the conflict situation in any manner (this is not denied in the missive of the Parliament either), did not violate the order in the building of the Parliament, did not have direct contact with the President of the Parliament, neither with the MPs, nor the events outside of the Parliament building. Considering this factual situation, aside from the absence of clarity regarding certain questions, it is clear that there was no "imperative necessity" contentious action to be undertaken, since the individuals present in the gallery, due to its physical detachment from the Parliamentary Hall, could not be directly involved into the events in the Parliament, neither to contribute to an incident of bigger proportions related to the ongoing events. It is also evidently that the journalists did not feel that their integrity was endangered, therefore did not ask for, nor expected protection. by the Law. With these blurry legal solutions, it was more than obvious that the Law will not succeed in its previous mission, but it will be used only for daily politics and dirty discrediting of political opponents. A further absurdity is that in addition to individuals owning over 5% of the capital of previously state-owned companies, the lustration process also includes, as indicated by paragraph 25, "individuals related them' including natural persons who are: in relation to them through marriage or adoption, children and parents, brothers and sisters, half-brothers and half-sisters, grandmothers, grandfathers and nephews and nieces, their twice removed kin, those who have continuously lived together for five
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years in a parent/guardian-child relationship, stepmother or a stepfather, adopted children, daughter in law, son in law and the couples' parents. It is clear that these explicitly listed categories of individuals, based only on the personal connections with the individuals who own more than 5% of the capital, do not have access to a public position and do not have the opportunity to directly endanger the public and state security or the rights and freedoms of others. This overwhelmingly wide scope of individuals on which the lustration process should be applied, having in mind that could literally involve anyone, including minors, has reached its absurd boundaries and produces a possibility for harsh voluntarism and directly violates the constitutionally guaranteed right on privacy.
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The attempt for lustration of political opponents, even the ones who were already deceased, failed. In the arena of this political battle, one of the losers was the Constitutional Court as well. By adopting a decision completely opposite of the Constitution and its previous practice, the Court lost its dignity and reputation. The judges appointed by the majority of MPs, who at the time were in favor of VMRO-DPMNE, were installed through the Parliament and responsible for the current reputation of the Constitutional Court. It can be argued that the dissenting opinion on the case of lustration will be of immeasurable value for future researchers and legislators and serve as an example of how the tool of lustration is not to be practiced. Moreover, it exemplifies the consequences of adopting a decision contrary to a Court's established practice resulting in additional destruction of a Court's reputation and derogation of its major role as a protector of the Constitution and citizens' rights.
V. CONCLUSION
As a young state, the Republic of Macedonia has passed through a rough period of a political regime during which all tools for political pressure were is not perfect, but if there is a will and if we take into consideration that the Constitutional Court is a relatively young institution, it can be a subject to changes and improvements. There are already existing legal solutions which can be implemented to increase the integrity of the judges and the Court, to make amendments to the standards of appointing constitutional judges and to establish the values and conditions a judge has to hold.
The dissenting opinions paint a clear picture of the intrusion that the former government attempted to install and minimize women rights on abortion. Unfortunately, in this case, the Constitutional Court was the "partner in crime" to the former government. Furthermore, by adopting the decision to deny the protection of the rights on freedom of expression of the journalists, the Constitutional Court put another label of shame on its face. The trend of controversial decisions reached its pick when the decision concerning the challenged Articles of the Law on Lustration was adopted. However, the dissenting opinions of the former Constitutional judge Natasha Gaber Damjanovska have not only given deeper insight into how the Court ruled in favor of the interests of the former government, but also exemplified the legal tools that the same Court should have used so as to protect the Constitution and the citizens' rights.
Every written piece of opinion, comment, disagreement, article that condemns the harmful governmental policy is an educational source for learning lessons about what to do to improve in the future and not repeat the same mistakes.
During the ruling period of VMRO-DPMNE (2006 , the public and the citizens saw the Constitutional Court as the last sanctuary from the corruption and criminal plaguing the state institutions. As illustrated by the cases discussed above, the Court has made mistakes which cannot be forgotten. The matter comprising the dissenting opinions and the uncovered shortcomings in the functioning of the Court may not be enough to enable the creation of a perfectly functioning
Court, but they can at least help improve it and raise it to a respectable level and re-assume its role of the biggest protector of the Constitution, civil and human rights of its citizens.
